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ABSTRACT 

A rationale for the study of Canada by Americans is 
advocated in this paper. Among the justifications for the study are: 
our common geographical environment; our need to comparatively 
understand the cultural, economic, political, and social differences 
and similarities of the two countries; the part Canada can play in 
serving as a laboratory for U. S. experiments; the question of 
resources for future development of our own society; security needs; 
examination of differing viewpoints toward foreign policy; investment 
possibilities; and study of anti-Americanism. While geography 
supports the logic of unification that has made Americans and 
Canadians neighbors and allies, history and economics have not made 
the two countries amiable partners. Elimination of ignorance about 
Canada through the implementation of Canadian studies in U. S. 
schools and colleges can contribute much toward cooperation between 
the two countries. (SJM) 
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V/o AMoric-jfiG 30 often a.ssGiM: ancl r:o rjolrlo;;! test thn validity 
of ou.r choriGhed notion of difforonco or uniquoiioGG. This is. in 
laTge part the roGult of the fact tliat thor.:o wibh v/honi vo v;ould 
coinparc onrnalvos, prinari.ly tho Suropoan counti'io:^, are so 
obviously different in thoir grov/th, development and experiences. 

In Canada, \iq find a country that has developed along quite 
different lines, in spite of boin:^ ro geo;3raphically proximate, 
so similar in environment; vdth a like period of settlement, and 
also possessing an isolation from Europe and Asia, 

r^ost Canadians have a considerable, if malevolent knov/ledgc 
of the United States, while most Americans have a benevolent 
ignorance of Canada. This situation is the result of a variety 
of factors and forces. It reflects the unclian/^ing realities of 
both physical geography and history, as v;ell as the more dynamic 
elements of human geography, economics and international affairs. " 

The impoi^tanee of Canada is obvious. One need only look at 
a map. Yet at times and to most yVmericans, it does not appear so 
obvious. It might be suggested that Americans have a moral duty 
to knov/ more about Canada* Bub v;hy? Don't v;e have a moral duty 
to knov/ more about every country v/ith v:hich the United States is 
involved? Yes, but in Canada ^s case this duty is especially 
strong. The distinguished historian, J. Bartlett Brebner put it 
perhaps best of all vdien he described the United States and Canada 
as "the Siamese tv/ins of North America v/ho cannot separate and live." 

We are b^.th part of the Worth American continent*- The 
physical elements of this continent cannot be divided by a man--drav/n 
political line. Neither water nor air respect man's political . 
boundaries. 

A human separation is perhaps m.ore possible but potentially 
•as fatal as a physical one and equally as absurd. The very 
essence of the Canadian-- American relationship is the dual roots of 
a largely common geographical environment and a partly common history. 
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It is nob ponoiblo oo Icnov; Canad.i unless one knov.s the v.-holc of 

vhich it is a part. Canada in not A;.:orioan but rather North American. 

Canada lias ham called " America ' .g proble; i" oven thourh 
i^iany problems loom as large or la^^ger for the United States. 
Such is not the case in Canada. There is no other counory for 
v.'hich the United States creates such pi'oblems as Canada. V/hile 
many problems do exist for Canada, the United States is THE problem. 

/irnoricans .may then study' Canada out of a sense of moral ■ 
obligation. Or we may study it in an acaderaic sense, like any 
other area or topic, for itself alone. Neither of these reasons 
is strong enough to genei'ate more v/idespread study knov/ledge of 
Canada in this country. ' 

We are a crisis oriented people. Our college students pick 
their courses or majors in terns of areas of crisis for the United 
States. Our college professors focus their research and make their 
grant applications v/ith an eye on the explosive areas of the 
world. Our government becomes interested only v/hen an upheaval 
seems imminent or United States interests are threatened. Our 
relations v/ith Canada rarely reach the crisis stage like those 
v/ith the Soviet Union, China, Cuba, or other areas of the v/orld. 
On the fev/ occasions v/hen a serious rift seems to be developing, it 
is quickly attended to. 

Between these tv/o extremes, one generated by a sense of 
moral obligation, the other by a sense of crisis psychology, 
there exists a variety of other justifications for the study of 
Canada by /taericans. 

There are those v;ho suggest that the similarities b'etv/een 
the United States and Canada are so great that one does not need 
to study Canada to understand it. This false assumption of too 
much similarity is a dangerous one. On the other hand, it does 
provide one justification for the study of Canada. Me need to 
understand things v/hich are similar to help us understand things 
v/hich are radically different. An understanding of Canada, its 
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pooplori and their ottifcudes, v.-oiild bo i:ho lu;-;ica.l first stop in 
iinderstandin.f^ of oChor nations and counti-icn -ith litnle ov no 
r:,:i Hilarity to tlio United Stato.o. If, v/ith blio do;;rco of similarity 
that does exist- bet^-eon the tv;o countries, it ia difficult or iiiv- 
possiblo for the United States <ind Canada to get along, then one 
sees little hope for the United States and the rest of the v/orld. 

A vai-iation on the theme of similarity and another 
justification for the study of Canada by y^jnoricans is found in the 
current fad for coraparative studies. There are those v.'ho nov/ 

su.Pcgest that area studies per se — USSR, Africa, Far East 

are- on the decline. That more can bo learned about those areas 
by a comparative approach v/ith a focus on conunon or similar 
institutions and problems than by a simple study of the area or 
country itself. Those favorins such an approach further suggest 
that the greater the degree of similarity, the greater v;ill be the 
understanding of our ov/n ikiericcn patterns and processes. In 
such an approach it is important that co}npai^ative studies do nob 
me:tn parallel studies. That such an approach v;ould not mean, for 
instance, half a semester on United States problems and half on 
Canadian problems, but rather an integrated study of the problems 
of race in both countries; or of the problems of federalism; or 
of immigration patterns; or of foreign policy. Through such an 
approach the nore subtle and unique aspects of the United States 
v/ould become clear v/hile at the same time providing considerable 
insight into Canada (or any other country) . 

Still another justification for the study of Canada could 
be labelled a utilitarian one, particularly in the field of 
economics. It is suggested that Canada can be looked at as a ^ 
laboratory- for United States experiments. Its population, one- 
tenth the size of that of the United States, provides a sort 
of control group for programs destined for a country of two 
■hundred million. There are several programs v;hich the United 
States has been slovr or afraid to initiate or expand. Canadian 
experiences (in most cases successes), v/ith such things as family 
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allov/cnoQS, nalvioa—.vidG contributory r.ortable 2:on:vionS; end 
n^edicv^ro, r-.ro v.orth n'^uc'yj.n;^ by tliOGO ."^dvocatin^; 3!.:;n.Iai* pL^oj^mnis 
In the Uiiitod StatGS. The early intrcduction and 3ucccGr3 in 
CnPi'ida on a naoicnv/ide bo.sis of uaoraployrnent insurance and old 
arc pensions; did not r;o unnoticed in tho United. States. 

The so-called radical j.dea of f Gdcral--^tate tax riliarin.jj, 
ciu*rently advocated by i:iany in the United States, has a precedent 
of Ion/-; standinr^ in Canarla. Doiirinion-provincial tax sh.arin;-; or 
tax rental agreements have existed since the 1940s. 

For those Anicricans concerned about increasing rjovernment 
control or influence in the economic sector, Canada provides an 
example of a conibination of v;ell-established .r;overnjaental partici 
pation in one of the most open economies in the v/orld. She is 
the only economically advanced country vdth a flexible exchange 
rate. 

Canada has served still another laboratory function for 
3e,;j:inents of -the United States. Many Aniericau cities have '.vatched 
V/ith interest and at times envy, the developiiient of metropolitan 
.^^overnuent for Toronto and its suburbs. Variations of this 
pattern are to be found in other Ontario cities and elsevjhere in 
Canada • 

The question of resources for the future development of • 
our ovra society once more justifies a focus on Canada. Nov.-here 
in the v;or^ld is such a storehouse so readily available to us. 
Some in the United States see the solution to our v;ater problems 
in the untapped capacity of the Ccinadian north. Such proposals 
as the North American V/ater and Pov/er Alliance (NAV/APA) depend 
on Canadian cooperation and participation. New England and Nev/'" 
York, especially; look to Canadian rivers for much-needed hydro-- 
electric pov;er. Many parts of the United States increasingly 
desire access to the oil and natural gas of the Canadian prairies 
Many areas expect to benefit from. Alaskan oil delivered by v/ay 
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of !:he Canadian Arcl:.lc or by a tr:}x\c-Cr,ar:di^n pipolino. AMcx^icnn 
in^'uGti-ies dcpond on Caividica nickol ..-nd .~;GbM;.}"03 ouLir::!/, rmd to 
a lan-^e oxtont on iron ore, pulp end papoi-, and othci* I'ov; r-aUorials. 

United States national socurity is but one Moro iteiu on ^ 
the lon?^ list of reasons v;hy A^nericans should Vnov/ nore about 
Canada. Mo sane person considers 'oho defense of our cov.ntt^- -/itliout 
the othei-. The Pei: nianenfc Joint Hoard on Defense; and blie Ilorth 
A^nerican Air Defense Coininand (HORAD), inextricably link the tv;o 
countries. Every Canadian rccc::ni'.5 ed the absolute inpossibility 
of defendin/^ his country v/ithout iuTiorican help. Every Ariierican 
should recognise the irapossibility of defendin-; his ov;n coiro.try 
against an occupied, defeated, or v;eakoned Canada. 

In the area of foreir^n policy, vrhile Canada and the United • 
States sh.a're many coiamon goals rmd viov.-points ster;;r:iin55 fro:a their 
Korth Aniorrican position, there are iiiiportant differences in 
specific areas. V/idespread Canadian ci*iticis:n of the United 
States' Vietnam policy exists; Canada has never considered either 
Coiiiraunist China or Cuba to be the threat that their southern 
neighbors do. Understandably, Canada has sou.^.ht by its actions to 
establish and maintain its individuality and separateness f.i'om the 
United States. Her support of United Ilations poacc-keopin/^ efforts, 
her continuing- membership in the Ccrri]nonv:ealth, and her refusal 
to join the On;anization of .'bierican States are exaiaples of this 
latter policy. 

The attraction of Canada as a safe place for American 
investiTient , and as a major recreation area are tv;o more reasons 
for the Araerican people as individuals and as a whole to learn 
more about their northern neighbor and understand better her attitudes. 
In understanding the things that are similar, v/e take the first 
step in understanding those things that arc different. Those 
things that give Canada her individuality. 

Canadian perception of the land and its role in the country's * 
development has been quite different than in the United States. 

O 
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'iho faocinr^oion and covicGrn 'vj.ish tho Covi^\d±nn V.or'ch caniiot be 
duplicated in o^^r ov/n counbry. 

Crr\;\r}ir.n do;::onr^ti:ic -olf-;- ovornriont v;a3 Achiovod v;j.i:houb a 
I'ovolution. Thio fact Iviri loft an indeli.blo iniprint on coii::d:itul:lonal 
do'/olopraoat . 

P.or_--LonaliG:n iu Ca.nada, reonr.nrhicaly liisborical, culbuival 
and oconoulc, is Gx^iplor and more ir.iportcjnt than in the Unil:Gd 
States. Tho most inipoi'tonb nanif csoation of Conadian rcf^:ioriali:im, " 
and bho Ginglo r.ioct ijaporbrant fact dif f ei^ontiatins^ Canada j?rom 
the United States, is the French-Conadian presence. 

For tho^^e in the United State.s v.-ho justify early study 
of Latin Aniei'iC'^s Africa or Asia, oa the ^viroundr: of the needed 
introduction to ^iuothor culture and another lanruaj^c, noth.ing is 
nore accessible or lo^^^ical than the study of French Conada. 

The stut^y of the Franch-Canadians in Cnnada and the problem 
of the Gtatus of Quebec, v;ithin the context of the study of Conada, 
pi^ovides at onc^ the opportunity for comparative studies coupled 
v/ibh the economy that conies fro/n geographical proximity. 

Lastly, the great potential value to iVnericans of all 
arjes in understaadiiVS v;hy peoples all over the v.'orld, in varying 
degrees and at different times, are or have been anti-Anei'ican, 
can be obtained by an understanding of Canada, a aountry which 
takes its anti-AmericanivSin as a faot of life. But a country v/hose 
citizens do not let this feeling interfere v;ith their ov;n day-to- 
day pursuit and enjoyment of Anerican productivity and culture. 

It v;as t3tated earlier that the importance of Canada v/as 
obvious. Geography makes it so. It J.s to be hoped that it can 
never be said tl^-at geography hras made us friends but history and 
economics have made us enemies. For, v:hile [;eO:<^raphy supports the 
l0!;;ic of unif ic'':^t;ion, history provides the justification for 
separateness. 
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■In of I96I, on hi^ rir::t vir^ib out:-ido tho United' 

cGSGion of !:he C^nn.rii.'ur p;u*lia;;:ont . -vho j:i,;:n\f Iccnco of this 
;^:ostLU*e, in making Cc\i:i(xrx tliG fit'St foro:l;jn couutiy ho viGibod v:as 
not lost on tho CcMiadian pooplo. In his cpo-' he made the 
fdllov;in.r5 remarks: 

"In bho effort to build a contii.ant of economic 
Krov;i:h and JBolidariby, in o.n cffoi't to ouild 
a lier.iisphero of frcodora and hope, r'.n an effort 
to build an Atlantic coi/.rranity of :^tron;.^th. and 
unity of purpose, and in an of fori: to build a 
vrorld of lastinfj peace and ju.-":bice, Canada and 
the United States must be found, and I ara certain 
v:ill be found, standing v;here they have alv/ays 
s t o o d ; t o,;3 e t h or . 

Geograph;/ lias raade us aoi:3hboi\s. History has made 
us friends. Econonics has made us partners. And 
necessity has r:iade us allies. Those v/ho:;i nature 
hath so joined to,'^;cthe.t*; let no man put asunder." 

President Kennedy's assu?uption that the t'/o couiitries v;ould be 
found Gtandinf^ together is a ^'-alid one. Ho realistic Canadian 
considers any other alternative. 

But most Ca.nadians v.-oiild hope, in fact insist, that 
v;hile geo/^raphy is unchangin,r^ and history is unchanr^eable, 
knov:ledj<e and understanding ai^e dynann'.c and e:':pe.nda]:)le. rreof-;raphy 
and necessity may have made us neighbors and allies; but history 
and economics have not necessarily nor alv/ays made us friends 
and partners. Great progress tovrards the realir';ation of President 
Kennedy's sentiments could be made v:ith a change from ignorance 
to knov/ledge, v/hether it remains benevolent or not. Such a happy 
development vrauld do much to overcorje the laalevolence; active or 
quiescent, that exists north of the border. 

These then, ladies and gentlemen, are the thoughts and 
perceptions that provide us v/ith a rationale for Canadian Studies 
in the schools and colle/^es of the United States. 
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